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REMARKS 

Applicant* appreciate the Examiner's thorough examination of the subject application and 
request reconsideration of the subject application based on the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks. 

Claims 1 -9 and 10-39 1 are pending in the subject application. Claim 9 was previously 
canceled. 

Claims 1,3,7, 8, 10-13, 16-22, 24, 27, 28, 30, 35 and 38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 
§102 and/or 35 U.S.C. §103. 

Claims 2, 4-6, 14, 15, 23, 25, 26, 29, 31, 32, 34, 36, 37 and 39 were objected to as 
depending from a rejected base claim, however, the Examiner indicated that the claims would be 
allowable i f appropriately re-writtcn in independent fonn. 

Claims l» 10-13, 20-21, 27-28, 30 and 35 were canceled in the instant amendment 
without prejudice to prosecuting them in a continuing application. 

Claims 2, 4, 6, 14, 15, 23, 25, 29, 31-32, 34, 36-37 and 39 were re-written in independent 
form as suggested by the Examiner. 

Claims 3, 7-8, 16-19, 22, 33 and 38 were amended to reflect dependency changes 
resulting from claim cancellation and/or claim amendments. 

The amendments to the claims sure supported by the originally filed disclosure. 



' While the Of lice Action indicates that claims 1-39 are pending, claim 9 was previously 
canceled. Thus, the claims pending should be claims 1-8 and 10-39. 
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31ILSX &1Q2 RE1ECTJQHS 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 8, 10-13, 17, 19-21, 24, 28, 33 and 38 under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(e) as being ;uiticipated by ino ct al. [USP 6,424,328; "Ino"] for the reasons provided on 
pages 2-13 of the above-referenced Office Action. Applicants respectfully traverse as discussed 
below. Because claims 1, 10-13, 20-21 and 28 were canceled in the foregoing amendment, the 
within rejection as to these claims is not addressed further herein. 

Claims S and 24 were amended so each now depends from claim 2, Claims 17 and 1 9 fTl 
were amended so each now depends from claim 14. Claim 33 was amended so this claim now 
depends from claim 3 1 . Claim 38 was amended so this claim now depends from claim 36. As ^ 
indicated herein, each of claims 2, 14, 31 and 36 are considered to be allowable. Thus, at least C 

So 

because of.be agency from a base data «* is considered aiiowable each of Cairns 8, .7. p. 
1 9, 24, 33 and 3X arc considered to be allowable. Tins shall not be construed as an admission ^ 
that any of claims 8, 17, 1 9, 24, 33 and 38 are not separately patentable over Ino. 

It is respectfully submitted that for the foregoing reasons, claims 8, 17, 19, 24, 33 and 38 
arc patentable over the cited reference and satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §102(e). As 
such, these claims are allowable. 

^iisr $iMPP1P.CTTONS 
Claims 7, 16, 18, 22, 27, 30 and 35 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over Ino ct al. [USP 6,424,328; "Ino"] for the reasons provided on pages 13-14 of 
the above-referenced Office Action. Applicants respectfully traverse as discussed below. 
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Because claims 37, 30 and 35 were canceled in the foregoing amendment, the within rejection as 

to these claims is not addressed further herein. 

Claims 3, 7 and 22 were amended so each now depends from claim 2, Claims 16 and 18 

were amended so each now depends from claim 14. As indicated herein, each of claims 2 and 14 

are considered to be allowable. Thus, at least because of the dependency from a base claim that 
is considered allowable each of claims 3, 7, 16, 18 and 22 arc considered to be allowable. This 
shall not be construed as an admission that any of claims 3, 7, 16, 1 8 and 22 are not separately 
patentable over I no. 

It is respectfully submitted that for the foregoing reasons, claims 3, 7, 16, 1 8 and 22 are 
patentable over the cited reference(s) and thus satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §1 03. As 
such, these claims are allowable. 

rr ATMS? 4= 6, 1A i ™ . f > i />* 26 25, 31 32 34 36 37 ft 39 
Tnthe above-referenced Office Action, claims 2, 4-6, 14, 15, 23, 25, 26, 29, 31, 32, 34, 
36, 37, and 39 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. It also was 
provided in the ubove-refcrenced Office Action, however, that these claims would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form to include all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claim(s). 

Claims >, 4, 6, 14, 15, 23, 25, 29, 31, 32, 34, 36, 37 and 39 were re-written in the 
foregoing amendment so as to be in independent form and to include all the limitations of the 
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base claim there being no intervening claim(s). Accordingly, claims 2, 4, 6, 14, 15, 23, 25, 29, 
31, 32, 34, 36, 3? and 39 are considered to be in allowable form. 

As to claim 5 this claim was not re-written in independent form as suggested by the 
Examiner as it depends from claim 4, an allowable claim. Applicants however, reserve the right ^ 

m 

to later amend tho subject application so as to present claim 5 in independent form or to add an J/J 
independent claitn that contains the limitations of this claim. 15^ 

It is respectfully submitted that the subject application is in a condition for allowance. g 
Early and favorable action is requested. BTT 

Because the total number of claims and/or the total number of independent claims post O 
amendment now exceed the highest number previously paid for, a check is enclosed herewith for ^ 
the required additional fees. However, if for any reason a fee is required, a fee paid is inadequate 
or credit is owed for any excess fee paid, the Commissioner is hereby authorized and requested to 
charge Deposit Account No. 04- J 1 OS. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Edwards Angell Palmer & Dodge, LLP 



Date: March 30, 2006 By: 



illiam J. Daley, JrP 



William 
(Reg. No. 35,487) 
P.O. Box 9169 
Boston, MA 02209 
(617)439- 4444 



OOS2 5377<W 



PAGE 30/30 ' RCVDAT 3/30/2006 3:08:56 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/13 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID: » DURATION (mm-ss):08-10 



